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"MR. WOODWORTH’S REPLY. 
(Continued from page 227.) 

In our last number we commenced a series of 
remarks on Mr. F.’s REPLY to our former stric- 
tures. The same subject will now be continued. 
That portion of the REPLY which we have already 
disposed of, was copied from the Gospel Herald, of 
September 27th, and that on which our remarks are 
about to be extended, from the two subsequent 
numbers. 

At an eatly stage of this controversy we expressed 
an opinion, that it would prove favourable to the 
cause of spiritual truth, and founded this opinion on 
the spirit and temper which, at that time appeared 
to characterize the remarks of Mr. Fitz. We re- 
gret that this expression of courtesy has been 
thrown away on our opponent; but, that it is so, 
the style of his subsequent animadversions will suf- 
ficiently show. For ourselves, as volunteers in the 
cause of truth, we shall use such weapons only as 
are furnished by the armory of the worp; and 
when we descend to ridicule, sarcasm, and verbal 
criticism, let the arbiters of the contest pronounce 
sentence of defeat. 

Without condescending to hear us through our 
remarks, Mr. Fitz has already devoted more than 
seven pages of the Herald to a rejotnder. We will 
not say that this is indecorous on his part, but it is 
certainly impolilic. So far from regretting it, on 
our own account, we find it the source of no incon- 
siderable gratification. Sportsmen are always con- 
fident of having made a good shot, when an un- 
usual fluttering is discovered among the game. 

In the first paragraph of this portion of Mr. Fitz’s 
REPLY, he asserts that our doctrine of future misery 
“has no better foundation than supposition.” In 
vain do we cite those numerous passages of Scrip- 
ture on the plain and obvious lauguage of which the 
doctrine is founded. Mr. F. with a curious species 
of leger de maine, instantly changes their meaning. 
When we quote, for instance, Esaiah, iii. 10. “ Wo 
unto the wicked, for the reward of his hands shall be 
given him,” it is denied as having any “ reference to 
a posterior mode of being.” If we adduce from the 
Apocalypse, “ he that is filthy let him be filthy still,” 
it is disposed of in the same manner. If we contend 
that every man is judged by his works, and rewarded 
according to the deeds done in the body, the judge- 
ment and the reward either vanish at the presto ! of 
our opponent, or become merely temporal affairs. If 
we remind him ofour Lord’s own words, “And these 
(the wicked) shall go away into everlasting punish- 
ment, byt the righteous into life eternal,” the Eng- 
lish word everlasting is denied being equivalent to 





eternal, although Mr. Fitz knows that they are both 
translated from one and the same word in the Greek ; 
and that, consequently, if the misery of the wicked 
be temporal, the happiness of the righteous will be so 
too. Why, then, does our opponent call for proofs, 
and yet refuse to admit the plainest and strongest 
language of scripture, giving ita meaning of his own, 
directly opposed to its plain and obvious import ? 
Such a mode of defending a favourite opinion is 
without a parallel, except in the history of those 
ancient magicians, who “did so with their enchant- 
ments.” It is perverting the living waters of truth, 
and “turning them into blood.” 

In the same paragraph Mr. Fitz says, “ As our 
subject relates to men, and not to swine, vultures, 
&e. we shall leave them as the peculiar property of 
Mr. W.’s system.” This may be wit, but it certainly 
is not argument. We have our Lord’s example for 
calling men by the names of such inferior animals 
as correspond to their moral character; and if Mr. 
F. thinks that this mode of illustrating our doctrine 
is a fair subject for ridicule, he is welcome to amuse 
himself at our expense. But let him beware that he 
does not deride Him whose example we copy. He 
frequently designated men by such terins as vipers, 
serpents, wolves, dogs, swine, goats, eagles, doves, 
sheep, and lambs; and speaking of Herod, he says, 
“Go ye, and tell that for, I cast out devils,” &c. 
These are our Lord’s own words, and he assures us 
that his “ words are spirit and life.” 

In this paragraph also, Mr. F. reiterates his call 
for proofs “ that the present is a probationary state, 
and the only one.” Butif all the passages we have 
quoted, in our former remarks, have failed to con- 
vince him, “if he hear not Moses and the prophets, 
neither will he be persuaded though one rose from 
the dead.” If this life were not a probationary state, 
and the only one, would the rich man have expressed 
so much anxiety to warn his unbelieving brethren ? 
Or was he thus anxious to save them from tempo- 
ral torment? If so, he was unreasonably solicitous 
about a very trifling affair; for Mr. F. says, “ this 
world, compared to another, is but a dream;” and 
“God now permits suffering for man’s good ;” and 
again, “according to our doctrine, (says Mr. F.) 
man rust exist, and suffer as he does, before his 
glory can be perfected.” 

In his second paragraph, Mr. F. says, “ We shall 
contend, and prove too, that man is actually regene- 
rated without his co-operation.” But we look in 
vain for his proofs. He merely asserts, without 
authority, that ian in the aggregate, therefore, was 
regenetated in Christ, their head, and rose triuin- 
phant over sip, death, and hell, from the grave. 
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When a man (adds Mr. F.) arrives at the know- 


ledge and belief of this fact, he is “born from above.” 
He is “ delivered fiom the power of darkness, and 
translated into the kingdom of God’s dear Son.” Is 
regeneration, then, merely the arriving at the know- 
ledge and belief of acertain fact? At best, this is 
only a regeneration of the understanding, and not 
# purification of the wil, which is what we under- 
stand by the word regeneration. But Mr. F. a mo- 
ment before told us that “regeneration is a new 
creation, just as much as the fst making or begin- 
ning of man was a creation.” Is the mere believing 
a certan fact a new creation? “ The devils also be- 
lieve and tremble.” 

But the apostle does not say that all men are 
risen with Christ. Far from it. He says, “ Jf, then, 
ye be risen with Christ, [that is, if ye be really 
awakened from the death of sin and impenitence, 
as ye profess to he, then] seek thosé things which 
are above.” This exhortation would have been 
superfluous if their regeneration had been already 
effected. Mr. F. would, doubtless, have addressed 
them “ without anif;” he would, probably, have 
said, “As you, and I, and all mankind, are risen 
with Christ—as man, in the aggregate, was regene- 
rated in Christ, what is there for usto do? Man 
can do nothing. Hattevusan!” 

Again—Mr. F, says, “If Mr. W. will annihilate 
the impurity, the soul will be left pure.” To this 
we reply, that impurity may be removed, but not 
annihilated ; and the Lord teaches us how to re- 
move it, in the following words: “ Wash ye; make 
you clean; put away the evil of your doings from 
before mine eyes; cease to do evil, learn to do well.” 
This is the only process pointed out in Seripture 
by which impurity can be removed, and man is 
called upon to perform it himself. “ Wash thy 
heart from wickedness, that thou mayest be saved.” 

Mr. F. concludes this paragraph in the following 
words: “God made man good. Mr. W.’s notions, 
therefore, are gross errors.” If God made man 
good, (as we know he did,) why does Mr. F. say, in 
another place, “If man had not eaten and died, he 
could never have received immortal life?” This 
notion is too gross an error to merit a moment’s 
attention. A wiser man than either of us has de- 
c'ared, that “ God hath made man upright, but they 


have sought out many inventions ;” Eccles. vii. 29. 
And this wise man’s father says “ they provoked him 
to anger with their inventions.” Psalms, cvi. 29. 
“Thus were they defiled with their own works, and 
went a whoring with their own inventions.” The 
sinning of man, “that grace might abound,” was, 
therefore, no invention of bis Creator, and is depre- 


cated by the apostle. And yet Mr. Fitz would per- 
syade us that unless man had sinned he could not 
have been saved!!! If the doctrine be true, this 
consequence irresistibly follows: the more we sin 
on earth, the greater will be our felicity in heaven! 

In his third paragraph, Mr. F. agrees with Dr. 
Clarke, who alters the punctuation of a sentence, 
spoken by our Lord himself, in order to make it 
conform to his (Dr. C.’s) particular views! This 
learned gentleman, having imbibed the notion that 
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there was no such thing as regeneration * befor. 
the crucifixion and resurrection of Christ,” make. 
the passage read thus: “ Verily I say unto you, th,: 
ye which have followed me, [while I went aboyy 
preaching, this shall be your reward]—in the regen, 
eration, (that is] when the Son of Man shall sit in 
the throne of his glory, ve also shall sit upon twelye 
thrones, judging the twelve tribes of Israel.” Ty, 
words in brackets inserted by us, show the sense 
which Dr. C. gives the passage, by altering the 
punctuation. In the original it reads thus: “Y- 
which have followed me in the regeneration,” Ke. 
Merely following Christ from one village to an- 
other would not entitle a man to the reward here 
promised, for multitudes followed him, “because 
they ate, and were filled.” It is “ following him in 
the regeneration,” or imitating him in resisting 
temptations, and overcoming evil, (for he was tempt- 
ed at all points, as we are,) that “makes vs kings 
and priests,” and entitles us to “reign on the earth.” 
Bur, says Mr. Fitz, “ Dr. C. considers it to be utter- 
ly improper to make the time of the regeneraion 
to be before the crucifixion and resurrection of 
Christ ;” and adds, “ We agree with him in this par- 
ticular.” Sothe words of our blessed Lord, which 
“are spirit and life,” are to be wrested from their 
original meaning, to support the favourite notions 
of such commentators! How is this treating the 
Word of God ? that Word which was made flesh, 


and dwelt among us? It is not, perhaps, crueitying 
him between two thieves ; but, it is doing that which 
is little better: it is profanely attempting to adapt 
his dimensions to the iron bed of sectarianism. 
“Father, forgive them, forthey know not what 
they do!” 

Mr. F.’s fourth paragraph deserves attention, as 
he has there assumed premises which our language 
does not warrant, and from such premises deduced 
all his subsequent inferences. After quoting out 
remark respecting that stale called hell, viz. 
“ thousands would be infinitely more unhappy with- 
out it,” he adds, “ Then, we say, they must be infi- 
nitely happy with it.” Now, what kind of logic is 
this? Let us state the proposition plainly, and then 
look at it. Satan is unhappy in the kingdom of 
darkness ; but he would be infinitely more unhappy 
in the kingdom of light; ergo, Satan is infinitely 
happy in the kingdom of darkness! If this be logic, 
Mr. Fitz is the only logician on earth. But the 
worst of it is, all his subsequent reasoning (if 
such it can be called) is founded on these unjust 
premises, viz. that, according to our doctrine, the 
wicked are infinitely happy in hell! This is worse 
than begging the question; it is taking it without 
our knowledge or consent. 

Mr. F.’s fifth and sixth paragraphs require no re- 
marks, as they contain no assertions but what are pre- 
dicated on the untenable premises above mentioned. 

In his seventh paragraph, Mr. F. asks, “Is not a 
freedom of will very imperfect, if it leads the pos- 
sessor to make a wrong choice ?” This is a species 
of verbal criticism to which theological disputants 
seldom r@sort until foiled at every other weapon. 
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freedom of will in spiritual things,” we do not wish 
‘fo be understood as attributing to man the perfec- 
tion of Deity; for man, we all know, is an imper- 
fect being. But there are many discrete degrees in 
creation, in one of which is man; and his freedom 
of will is certainly perfect in that degree, inasmuch 
4s it is full, complete, unrestrained. Mr. F. might, 
with more propriety, have asked, “Is not this will 
perversely imperfect which thus abuses its freedom 
by making a wrong choice? aud is not that under- 
standing very imperfect which sanctions such a 
choice ? 

Acain—Mr. Fitz says, “By perfect freedom we 
should be inclined to understand perfect ability. 
For freedom to choose, without ability to direct in 
the choosing, would be worth nothing. You might, 
with as much propriety, tell a blind man that he has 
perfect freedom to choose an article he cannot see, 
as to tell aman who prefers being a hog to a lamb, 
wo choose for himself.” If Mr. F. will pay a mo- 
ment’s attention to the operations of his own mind, 
he must be convinced that man has ability to choose 
aright. Has he not ability to think of God as often 
as he pleases, to pray to him, to act in opposition 
to the impulse of unruly passions? And does not 
the understanding of every man teach him that the 
exercise of this ability will tend to promote his hap- 
piness? This is what we can do, and what we are 
required todo. The subjugation of our evil pro- 
pensities can be effected in no other way. We 
must fight manfully against them; and God will 
most assuredly give us the victory over them. But 
ahe Scriptures promise us no victory on any other 
condition. Mr. F.’s comparison of a blind man is 
irrelevant to the subject; for no man is spiritually 
blind, until he becomes so by choosing evil instead 
of good. “This is the condemnation, that light is 
come into the world, and men loved darkness rather 
than light, because their deeds were evil. For every 
one that doeth evil, hateth the light, neither cometh 
to the light, lest his deeds should be reproved. But 
he that doeth truth cometh to the light, that his deeds 
may be made manifest, that they are wrought in God.” 

Mr. F. concludes this paragraph with several ques- 
tions, in reply to which we would observe, first, that 
the chosen of God, are all who obey his command- 
ments. “If ye continue in my word, then are ye my 
disciples.” John viii. 31. It is God’s eternal. will, 
from the foundation of the world, to choose every 
one that sincerely wishes to serve him. Thus Paul 
says to the Ephesians, “ According as he hath chosen 
us before the foundation of the world, that we should 
be holy and without blame before him in love.” 
What description of persons are intended by the 
pronoun us? The apostle has not left us in doubt 
on the subject, for he writes “to the saints which 
ave at Ephesus, and to the faithful in Christ Jesus.” 
Asthe past and future are always present in the 
divine inind, all such persons are truly chosen before 
the foundation of the world. Again—Our Lord 
says, “ Many are called, but few chosen.” Every 
individual of the human family is consequently 
called, by reason, conscience, or revelation, to re- 


supper ;” but they only are chosen who obey the 
call, and weave themselves a “ wedding garment.” 
2d. If we admit the testimony of Paul himself, 
he verily thought he was doing God service in op- 
posing the progress of the new religion. His Beart 
was well disposed, though his understanding was in 
error. He was aident and zealous in what he consid- 
ered the cause of truth, the religion of his fove- 
fathers. To serve God, therefore, was his own 
choice; and that Being, who sees the heart and 
knows the thoughts of his creatures, was graciously 
pleased to enlighten his understanding, and direct 
him how to serve him acceptably. Thus he became 
“a chosen vesel,” to bear the name of Jesus “ before 
the Gentiles,” and experienced the fulfilment of 
that promise of our Lord, where he says, “If any 
man will do His will, he shall know of the doctrine 
whether it be of God.” God enlightened Paul’s 
understanding by a miracle ; but this was not regen- 
eration ; the purification of the will is the scripture 
meaning of the term, and this could not be effected 
without Paul's co-operation. That the young eon- 
vert could and did co-operate in this process, we 
have his own assertion, where he says, “I have 
fought a good fight, I have finished my course, I 
have kept the faith: henceforth there is laid up for 
me acrown o# righteousness, which the Lord, the 
righteous Judge, shall give me at that day ; and not 
to me only, but unto all them also that love his ap- 
pearing.” Should Mr. F. doubt the apostle’s abi- 
lity to do all this, hear him again: “I can do all 
things through Christ, which strengtheneth me.” 
His understanding was enlightened in consequence 
of his choosing to serve God; and the same cause 
will always produce the same effect. He then 
“wrought out his own salvation with fear and trem- 
bling,” givimg the glory to God, without whose aid 
he could have done nothing. “ God said, let there 
be light,” and Paul saw his duty; “God said, 
let the earth bring forth,” and Paul did his duty, 
by bringing forth the fruits of righteousness. There 
is no other regeneration than this, however Mr. F. 
may flatter himself that he was regenerated in 
Christ. “ By their fruits ye shall know them.” 
(To be continued.) 
REMARKS, 
Alas! for our friend Woodworth. What a sad 
his arguments, it is called “ridicule.” Reader, 
be favourable, and do not arrive at the conclusion, 
too hastily, that the ridiculous is exposed, and not 
introduced. When we examine and use his figures, 
we descend to sarcasm ; that is, itis a keen reproach. 
“ Verbal criticism!” Have we, on any occasion, or 
at any time, spo%en of Mr. W,’s productions? Pos 
sibly we havg done this, without first obtaining lib- 
erty todo so. The reader must judge of the de- 
gree of criminality in this case ; and, if he is anxi 
ously solicitous for the success of Mr. W.’s lucu- 
brations, and can find no other cause for judging, 
pronounce the sentence of our defeat. We have 
not condescended to hear Mr. W. through, be- 
fore replying to him. As Mr. W. finds gratifica- 





pent and be converted, to “come to the marriage 





tion from this source, we hope we shall be excused. 


mistake! When we “descend” to an exposition of 
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Mr. W. in his fourth*® paragraph, says, “If we 
remind him of our Lerd’s own words, ‘ And these 
(the wicked) shall go away into everlasting punish- 
ment, but the righteous into life eternal,’ the Eng- 
lish word everlasting is denied being equivalent to 
eternal, although Mr. Fitz knows that they are both 
translated from one and the same word in the 
Greek ; and that, consequently, if the misery of the 
wicked be temporal, the happiness of the righteous 
will be so too,’” &e. Stop, Sir. No trifling. You 
well know that we have declared again, and again, 
that the same word is thus variously rendered by 
our translators of the Bible. Sir, we assert, that the 
word aucecor, rendered everlasting and eternal, in 
Matt. xxv. has not the same signification which, by 
common acceptation, has been assigned to the words 
everlasting and eternal. We do not approve of 
your attempt to hide our premises from the reader, 
and substitute a something more congenial to your 
wishes. Sir, the happiness of the righteous in an- 
other mode of being, will be secured by the resur- 
rection to immortality and incorruptibility. The 
everlasting, or eternal life, as it is called, is enjoyed 
in this mode of being, while the recipient is both 
mortal and corruptible. The aivnion punishment 
(correction) is endured here also. We read, “He 
that believeth on the Son, hath [not siall have at a 
future time,] everlasting life.” Also, “ He that be- 
lieveth not is condemned [damned] already ;” not 
shall be condemned in a future state of being. Mr. 
W. may call this magic. This is sooner done than 
to confute our premises, or to avoid their con- 
clusions. 

Mr. W., in his fifth paragraph, tried to produce 
authority for the use of his figures, by a reference to 
Christ's sayings. Unfortunately for him, Christ 
never compared men to “ owls and vultures.” Only 
on one occasion, Christ usd the word swine, as ap- 
plicable in any sense to men, and then in a sense 
highly figurative. Mr. W.’s assertion, therefore, is 
incorrect. We trust Mr. W. will not accuse us of 
blasphemy for speaking of hés figures. 

Mr. W.’s sixth paragraph is a weak effort to 
avoid our interrogations. We read that the Cap- 
tain of our salvation was made perfect through suf- 
fering. His suiferings were confined to this mode 
of being. Were they too trifling to deserve men- 
tion? The reader will decide, and assign a cause for 
leaving our prominent questions unanswered, 

Mr. W.’s seventh paragraph is another attempt to 
elude our premises. Sir, have the candour to ad- 
mit our premises, if you cannot abide the force of 
their conclusions. We have not said that “ regene- 
ration was merely the arriving at the knowledge of 
a certain fact.” We should like to know if Mr. 
W.’s opinion of his reader’s capacity will authorize 
his manner of conducting this controversy? Sir, if 
your readers have eyes, they must see through your 
management. If this conduct is the effect of ig- 
norance, we pity you. If it is designed, you are 
highly culpable. Sir, a man is “ born from above,” 





reckoning 


umber, as the 


* For convenience, we number the parag 
that which commences the Extract in this 
rst. 


when he is begotten by the “ word of truth.” 4 
man is regenerated in Christ, as follows—* Bur 
God, who is rich in mercy, for his great love where. 
with he loved us, even when we were dead in sins, 
hath quickened us together with Christ (by grace 
ye are saved) and hath raised us up together, ang 
made us sit together in heavenly places in Chris, 
Jesus.” (Ephes. ii. 4—6.) Sir, prove, if you can, 
that aman is quickened together with Christ, ang 
not regenerated in Christ, his head,—prove that 4 
man can be raised with Christ, and not regenerated, 
Prove that we have spoken, as you would have your 
readers believe, of regeneration and being horn 
from above, as one and the same thing. Mr. W, in 
his eighth paragraph attempts to prove that only a 
part were raised with Christ. Take his own words— 
“ But the apostle does not say that all men are risen 
with Christ. Far from it. He says, ‘Jf, then, ye 
be risen with Christ, [that is, if ye be really awaken- 
ed from the death of sin and impenitence, as ye pro- 
fess to be, then] seek those things which are above.’ 
This exhortation would have been superfluous if 
their regeneration had been already effected.” Sir, 
this will not do. There is no “if” in the chapter!!! 
However, we are glad to catch Mr. W. any where. 
Sir, we will take you at your word, with your if. 
Reverse the proposition—make the apostle say, 
‘If, then, ye be noé risen with Christ, seek noé those 
things which are above.” How do you like this? 
We ask you, Sir, if the raising of Christ, was the 
“ awakening” him “ from the death of sin and im- 
penitence?” We are sorry to find Mr. W. trifling 
in this manner. It appears he admits our definition 
of the word rendered regeneration. 

Mr. W. in his ninth paragraph contends, that the 
“ only process pointed out in Scripture, to remove 
impurity, and man is called upon to perform it 
himself,” is, to “ Wash ye,” &c. “ Wash thy heart 
from wickedness, that thou mayest be saved.” This 
was addressed to “ Jerusalem.” Now the stubborn 
fact is, Jerusalem did not wash, &c. But Jerusa- 
lem shall be comforted, for the Book says, “ she 
hath received at the Lord’s hand double for all her 
sins.” How futile is error! The salvation spoken 
of, is a temporal salvation from the siege. A 
prophet beseeches God to “ wash him thoroughly 
from his iniquity, and to cleanse him from his sin.” 
Mr. W. says, “ Man is called upon to perform it 
himself!” Paul says, 1 Cor. vi. 11. “ But ye are 
washed, but ye are sanctified, but ye are justified in 
the name of the Lord Jesus, and by the Spirit of 
our God.” According to Mr. W. they performed it 
themselves. Again: It is said of God’s Messenger, 
(Christ, Mal. iii. 3.) “ He shall purify the sons of 
Levi,” &c, How? Ans. “ He shall sit as a refiner 
of silver,” &c. “He is like a refiner’s fire,” Kc. 
How is this? Ans. The refiner does not purify the 
metal ;—the metal purifies itself! Again: Ezek. 
xxxvi. 25, “Then will I sprinkle clean water upon 
you, and ye shall be clean: from all your filthiness, 
and from all your idols, will Jcleanse you.” Tell no 
more, Sir, of your “ only process.” Again: To 
annthilate, “ is to reduce to nothing ; to destroy, 





to annul.” Mr. W. will have it that sin, or impt- 











GOSPEL HERALD. 245 














rity, cannot be annihilated. Was not Christ mani- 


fested that he might “ destroy the works of the 


jevil ?” 

‘a W. in his tenth paragraph evades our argu- 

ments, by saying, “ This notion is too gross an er- 

vor to merit 2 moment’s attention.” The Book 

«| have chosen you inthe furnace of afflic- 
tion.” Will Mr. W. answer our repeated _ques- 
tion—How can man be saved, unless man is first 
lost? Sir, you must succumb to the Book, which 
cays, “ But where sin abounded, grace did much more 
abound.” Rom. v. 20. You may talk of irresistible 
conclusions, but, Sir, you cannot alter facts. We 
lo not say, that men sin that grace may abound. 
This is not their motive, you well know. 

Mr. W.’s eleventh paragraph is wailing and not 
aroument. Sir, in the original it reads thus—* Ye 
which have followed me in the regeneration when 
the Son of man shall sit in the throne of his glory 
ve also shall sit upon twelve thrones judging the 
rwelve tribes of Israel.” We have omitted the 
punctuation altogether. Now, Sir, you may decide 
relative to the following of Christ. It is the time 
of the regeneration we speak of, and you are care- 
ful to waive this, and divert the mind of the reader 
from the subject under discussion. This will not 
answer. We ask you, Sir, to prove that men were 
regenerated before Christ came. Also, to prove 
that Christ was not regenerated as the Head of every 
man, and his members, every man with him, when 

‘he rose from the dead. Sir, we shall expect you to 
answer candidly, without evasion, to these inquiries. 
You will also remember to prove, that the regenera- 
tion was before the Son of man sat in the throne of 
hisglory. Give us argument and testimony, we are 
dissatisfied with your conclusions. 

Mr. W.’s twelfth paragraph is a weak effort to 
escape from his absurdities. Sir, you must stick to 
your text. You shall be accountable for your terms 
and purases. You have asserted that thousands 
would be infinitely more unhappy without hell than 
with it. Sir, when you substract infinity from a 
man’s suffering condition, there can be no suffering 
left! Therefore, the reverse or contrary of infinite 
suffering, must be tnfinile happiness. Your conclu- 
sion, that Satan is unhappy in hell, is a false con- 
clusion. You must first prove that any being can 
suffer when an infinite suffering is substracted. Sir, 
to be infinite, it must include every thing as causes, 
and all are removed. Sir, your syllogism is imper- 
fect. Your major and minor are at loggerheads! 

Mr. W.’s thirteenth paragraph is a comfortable 

. conclusion that his infinities have overcome all dif- 
ficulties ! 

Mr. W. in his fourteenth paragraph uses the 
phrase “verbal criticism,” as a weapon, a last resort. 
Sir, we very civilly asked you a question. Please to 


savs, 


gument—when we have a child, puerility. We 
are not surprised that Mr. W: should cherish an 
antipathy to questions. 

Mr. W. in his fifteenth paragraph condescends to 
use his reason, in an endeavour to argue the point. 
This is honourable. We-feel much obliged to him 
for this disposition to examine the merits of the 
subject. Mr. W. is of opinion that a “moment's 
attention to the operation of our own mind, must 
convince us that man has ability to choose aright,” 
&e. Will Mr. W. admit that the ability must first 
be given the man from above? Can the gift be 
called ability, ifthe recipient is not thereby actually 
enabled to perform that which is required? If the 
ability is given for this purpose, and fails of accom- 
plishing it, is not the failure an evidence of its im- 
perfection? We make a distinction between the 
gift, which is ability or power, and the man who re- 
ceives it. Now we do not consider that “the un- 
derstanding of every man teaches him that the ex- 
ercise of this ability will tend to promote his happi- 
ness.” This mode of expression would make ability 
and duty to God, convertible terms. Alas! Sir, for 
man, he is ignorant. He is blind to his duty and 
histhappiness. He must be taught. The thief is a 
fool; because he is so devoid of understanding as to 
suppose that dishonest practices will increase his 
enjoyment. Our comparison is not “irrelevant to 
the subject ;” for the question is not how man be- 
came blind, but how blind man is to receive his sight ? 
It is lamentable that man “hateth the light.” He 
will always hate it until his eyes are opened to 
see, and an understanding or ability given him to 
choose the tree of life, instead of the mixed fruit of 
the tree of knowledge of good and evil. 

Mr. W.’s conclusions in his sirteenth paragraph, 
are partially correct. Now the elect are chosen— 
the residue are called. Mr. W. however, must not 
predicate too much on these modes of expression. 
For we read, “ Whom he called, them he also justi- 
fied: and whom he justified, them he also glorified.” 
Mr. W. we hope, will admit that these will be 
saved. 

Mr. W. in his seventeenth paragraph, considers 
Paul’s case. But he carefully shuns the most promi- 
nent questions in the whole paragraph. But we wil! 
repeat them. Sir, “Are those who are blind, in 
prison, bound, &c. perfect in freedom 2” We really 
pity Mr. W. Paul hangs, as a dead weight, on his 
hands. Sir, will you contend that Paul’s “ under- 
standing was enlightened in consequence of his 
choosing to serve God?” Was Paul choosing the 
service of God, when he persecuted the disciples of 
Christ? Pray, Sir, be candid, and inform us, What 
relation existed between Paul’s choice, and the ala 
lity which you contend God gives man to choose 
aright? This, properly answered, we think, will 


answer it? We repeat it—“Is not a freedom of} Prove your view of the subject to be erroneous. 


will very imperfect, if it leads the possessor to make 
a wrong choice?” When you talk of perfect fiee- 
dom, Sir, we shall conclude the word perfect to 


mean something. Your manner of disposing of 


Then, Sir, your declaration, that “there is no 
other regeneration than this, wamely, to co-operate 
as Paul did, will be seen in all its deformity. Sir, 
your regenerated men are mortal and corrupltble. 
A poor regeneration this. 





infinities and perfections, will not answer. When 
we have a man for an opponent, we expect ar- 


(To be continued.) 
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FOR THE GOSPEL HERALD. 

To the readers of a periodical publication called 
the Gospel Herald. I send you through this paper 
the following observations, in consequence of at- 
tending a controversy in Chrystie-street, about the 
Devil. Some there seemed to believe that carnali- 
ty, the flesh, fleshly lusts, or self-love, was the only 
Devil; and that whenever one died a natural death, 
the Devil of that person died. Consequently, that 
carnality was the only death, hell, and devil, we 
need to fear: and that these should oe destroyed. 
How such ideas can comport with the spirit and 
words of scripture, I perceive not; but perceive 
clearly that though the liquor in a glass, is by a 
trope called the glass, as “ drink this glass,” when 
only the liquor in the glass is meant; so, though the 
Devil and Satan, is called Judas, Peter, or carnali- 
ty, that this was done because his power, personally, 
or by some of his imps or friends, was in Peter, Ju- 
das, and the fleshly principle. 

When Michael the Archangel, Jude 9, contended 
with the Devil about the body of Moses, he so re- 
spected the Devil’s dignity, not carnality, that he 
durst not bring a railing accusation, but said— 
“The Lord rebuke thee.” And in Rev. xii. we 
read, that it was foretold by Jesus Christ, or his an- 
gel, to John, that Michael and his angels, fought 
with the Dragon and his angels, till there was no 
more place found in heaven. What heaven is this? 
The starry and natural heaven? No. Was it the 
natural and moral heaven of ruling powers? I think 
Or was it the heaven of happy spirits and an- 


so. 


gels, released from flesh and blood, which flesh and 
blood cannot enter into this heaven ? 
A deceased prophet was angel to Jolin. Rev. 


xxii. 8,9. As the souls of good men deceased, are 
good angels, are ministering spirits, sent forth to 
the heirs of salvation, is it not rational to believe 
that the souls of bad men deceased, are evil spirits, 
and become fiends, that possess wicked men and 
women? These ideas will be corroborated by the 
following observations, under the head of Demo- 
nology. 

It is astonishing indeed, that some people believe 
that divination, witchcraft, and witch-doctors exist : 
and that these diviners and enchanters are inspired 
and helped by inspiration and powers of infernal 
spirits, yet do not believe in the inspiration of the 
Almighty, and assistance of ministering and guar- 
dian angels. It is also as astonishing, that a socie- 
ty who believe in the inspiration of the Almighty, 
and that his spirit moves the saints to preach and 
pray, and guide them day by day, do, on the con- 
trary, disbelieve, generally, that people can, or do 
now, act as diviners, wizards, and witches, by the 
assistance of demons, devils, or the Prince of Devils. 
And it is as wondrous to me, that some, who also 
believe the written Scriptures, disbelieve immedi- 
ate revelation, whether of God or of the Devil. 

ANTI-PYTHONICUS. 
REMARKS. 

The above appears.to be an expression of 
the opinions of the writer. That he should take 
things for cranted is not surprising. The essay on 





Demoniology, mentioned above, shall appear in 4 
future Number. 

Our correspondent is accommodating in furnis)). 
ing « solution of the supposed difficulty. He ge. 
cides that the “ war in heaven,” (Rev. xii.) was , 
war with the “ national ruling powers,” &c. BR, 
consulting Dan. xii. 1. you will learn that Micha:! 
was the Prince of Daniel's people, the Jews, eyes 
Christ. The Jewish powers fought with Chris 
and his angels, (messengers,) and the heaven of ry. 
ling power was destroyed. The same Michge| 
(Christ) according to Jude, contended with th 
same power, the Devil, the Jewish high priest, 
about the “ body of Moses,” the law, or Mosaij, 
code ; not the dust which the soul of Moses the 
prophet once inhabited. 

Our correspondent, on the supposition that the 
spirit of a deceased prophet “ was angel to John,” 
(Rev. xxii.) asks, “Is it not rational to believe tha 
the souls of bad men deceased, are evil spirits, ay) 
become fiends that possess wicked men and women *” 
We answer, No! For your wicked souls cannot be 
in the modern hell, and in the bodies of men in this 
world at the same time, unless the body of a man in 
this world is a hell. Again: If there are men and 
women who are wicked of themselves, your wicked 
spirits are supernumeraries. Again: The Scrip- 
ture declares, “ The dust shall return to the earth 
as it was, and the spirit to God who gave it.” Now 
if the spirit returns to God, it cannot inhabit the 
body of a wicked man in this mode of being. 

It has been suggested, with reference to this hy- 
pothesis, that it is bad policy to hang very wicked 
men, because their wicked spirits go immediately 
from the gallows to the body, or bodies of wicked 
men, and act their old crimes over again. It is on- 
ly increasing their ability to do mischief. It would 
be better to hang good men, and keep the wicked 
men alive, and confine their bodies and spirits to- 
gether. 

Our correspondent’s witches and wizards have 
nothing to do with us; neither have we any thing 
todo with them. We have heard of witches, Kc. 
but never saw one. As to devils and demons, we 
believe they are as imaginary as witches. When 
we see a devil or a demon, we will then grant hin 
“ a local habitation and a name,” and not before. 
We mean, modern devils and demons. Strictly 
speaking, every insane man isa demoniac ; and every 
wicked man is a devil. It is a man’s misfortune ‘o be 
ademoniac. It is a man’s fault to be a devil. Of 
this description of devils, we have seen a number. 

We shall defer our remarks on demoniology, w0- 
til we publish our correspondent’s communication 
on that subject; when we may give a brief account 
of the prominent arguments used at the Public Dis- 
cussion of this subject. 

A word, before we close, of the devil’s dignity. If 
it was not the office of high priest, which the devi 
held, which was respected, our correspondent will 
confer a favour by explaining what the devil pos- 
sesses which is so dignified as to command respect ° 
That the high priest was a rery devil, we can prove 
by Scripture. 
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~~ qOW CAN THE BLIND BEE? 

We recently received a letter from a venerable 
friend in the state of Maine, containing the follow- 
ing particulars—Our friend and brother in the faith, 
ately received a letter from a relative, warning him 
f the falsehood of the doctrine he has embraced, 
which is, that “ God is the Saviour of all men, espe- 
sially of those that believe.” At our aged friend’s 
request, we publish the letter, &c. as follows— 

“ My dear Brother, We are hastening to a world 
of spirits, and to God the Judge of all the world ; 
and to be prepared to meet our Judge, is all our du- 
ty while in time. If we should be led by the in- 
<jnuations of the vile one to believe a lie, this cannot 
ystify us betore God ; and as God and Christ have told 
ys, that deceivers should arise, that would deceive, 
if possible, even the very elect, let us search the 
Scripwres, which saith, that “Jesus Christ is the 
wisdom of God, and the power of God unto salva- 
tion to every one that believeth.” 

I would ask then, Where is the wisdom of 
Giod, in saying, “ they showld deceive, if possible, 
even the very elect,” if there are none; or if all 
shall be saved? Again: In saving from being de- 
ceived, and left to believe a lie, that they might be 
damned,—where is his power? But it may be an- 
swered, that the elect spoken of is Christ. True, 
and all seed in him. Now if all the world was in 
him, in this sense, where is the wisdom of God 
wanifested in this text ? 

How necessary it is four us to search the Scrip- 
wres. Let this be our pursuit, for the truth’s sake. 
May God grant it, for Christ’s sake.” 

REMARKS. 

It is a great pity that a person who is so profuse 
in exhortations to others to “ Search the Scrip- 
tures,” should not search for one’s self, and at least 
have sufficient knowledge of them to quote a pas- 
sage correctly, on which so much is predicated! It 
has been well said, thatif the blind lead the ‘blind, 
they will both fall into the ditch. In the present 
case, however, the blind would lead those who see. 
We believe our friend, to whom the letter was ad- 
dressed, has eyes opened wide to the deception 
which men are practising. This “ blind guide” is 
informed, that the Scriptures nowhere declare, that 
“Jesus Christ is the wisdom of God, and the power 
of God unto salvation to every one that believeth.” 
But they declare, (Rom. i. 16.) “ Iam not ashamed 
of tue Gospel of Christ; for it is the power of God 
unto salvation, to every one that believeth.” Your 
exhortation to “ search the Scriptures,” we give 
you back again. We have searched ; and we have 
found, too, that you are blind to their contents. 
You say, we are going to God, &c. The Scripture 
declares—“ In his presence is fulness of joy ; at 
thy right hand there are pleasures for evermore.” 
Beware, lest you are “ led by the insinuations of 
the vile one to believe a lie.” We believe that it is 
“ God’s good pleasure which he hath purposed in 
himself, that in the dispensation of the fulness of 
times, he might gather together in one all things in 
Christ.” (Ephes. i. 9,10.) Is this an insinuation 





all things, which God hath spoken by the mouth of 
all his holy prophets since the world began.” (Acts 
iii 21.) Is this a lie? We believe that “ every 
knee shall bow, and every tongue shall swear, sure- 
ly shall say, Jn the Lord have I righteousness and 
strength ; to him shall come,” &c. (Isa. xlv. 28.) 
We believe that Chiist spoke the truth, when he 
said, “ I am the way, and the truth, and the life ; 
no man cometh unto the Father, but by me.” (John 
xiv. 6.) Is this believing a lie? Are these vile in- 
sinuations? Are not you a deceiver, if you teach 
a different doctrine ; and deny that “ God is the 
Saviour of all men 2?” (1 Tim. iv. 40.) 

You ask, “ Where is the wisdom of God, in say- 
ing, ‘ they should deceive, if possible, even the very 
elect,’ if there are none ; or if all shall be saved ?’” 
We answer—Ther@ is wisdom in declaring the 
truth. You prove the propriety of the declaration, 
by your own conduct. You are trying to deceive. 
You deny that “ God is the Saviour of all.” The 
elect are those, who in this world are “ begotten by 
the word of truth.” Paul says, of the word of truth, 
it is “ the gospel of your salvation.” (See James i. 
8. Ephes.i. 13.) There are none elected to the 
exclusion of the residue. (See Rom. ix. 6-8 ; iv. 
14-16 ; xi. 25-32.) Read and search John iii. and 
you will learn that the condemnation (damnation) is 
choosing darkness rather than light. Also, that the 
unbeliever is condemned already. 

Your query relative to all the world being in 
Christ, is answered by Paul. (See 1 Cor. xv.) “As 
in Adam all die, even so in Christ shall all be 
made alive.” Man shall be raised in the heavenly 
image, &c. Your conclusion is admirable. “How 
neccessary it is for us to search the Scriptures !” 
We entreat you to search, and learn, that “ all the 
families of the earth shall be blessed.” That Christ 
was sent to “ bless you, in turning away every one 
of you from his iniquities.” Acts iii. 26. 


-_—<>—— 
OPPOSITION AT THE SOUTH. 
The politeness of a friend at Petersburgh, (Va.) 
has favoured us with a printed copy of a Sermon, 
delivered in the “ Presbyterian Church in Peters- 
burgh,” by “ The Reverend Henry Rurrner, a.m. 
Professor of Languages in Washington College.” 
This Sermon is entitled a “ Discourse upon the 
Duration of Furure Puntsument.” The Text, 
“ These shall go away into everlasting punishment.” 
Matt. xxv. 46. First clause.”’ This Sermon was 
delivered at the “ Meeting of the Synod of Virginia.” 
The occasion of this effort of this “ Reverend Mas- 
ter of Arts, and Professor of Languages in Wash- 
ington College,” is nothing more nor less, than the 
circulation of EIGHTY Numbers of the Gosrxi 
Herap in Petersburgh, and thereabouts, every 
week, and several Sermons delivered in Peters- 
burgh, a few months since, by our Br. Mitchell. We 
presume the author of this “ Discourse,” from his 
titles and distinction, is considered the most able of 
the “ Presbyterian Synod of Virginia.” There- 
fore, when this modern Goliah of orthodoxy, is laid 
prostrate, and his head cut off, we trust those of lit- 





of the wile one? We believe in “ the restitution of 


tle stature wi!! flee to their tents, and Jeaye the field 
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to the friends of Truth. For the “ Stone that was 
eut out without hands,” shall “ smite the image up- 
on his feet of tron and clay, and brake them to 
pieces.” 

To drop the metaphor—this Discourse shall be 
answered, and the arguments and conclusions of 
this Reverend gentleman, weighed in the balance 
of truth and common sense. We call upon him to 
keep hold of the plough, and to detend his premises 
and conclusions ; offering him the columns of this 
Paper for that purpose. We assure him, that op- 
portunity shall be afforded him for displaying more 
ability and ingenuity in defending his Discourse, 
than was exercised in composing it. To prevent 
even the possibility of objection on the part of the 
Reverend gentleman and his compeers, we shall 
publish his Discourse entire, that the reader may be 
enabled to judge for himself, and do away all suspi- 
cion, of any disposition on our part to deal unfairly 
with our opponents, or to escape froin their premises 





or conclusions. 


A DISCOURSE 


Upon the Duration of Future Puntsument. 
By the Rev. Henry Ruffner, A.M. Professor of 
Languages in Washington College. Rich- 
mond: Printed by N. Pollard. 1823. 

TO THE MEMBERS OF THE PRESBYTERIAN 
CHURCH IN PETERSBURGH. 

This Discourse, as you know, was delivered in 
your Church, at the Meeting of the Synod of Vir- 
ginia. Solicited by many to permit its publication, 
I do so, hoping it may be of use in establishing your 
minds and those of others in a doctrine, which it 
can profit no man to reject, and which, if revealed, 
it is no man’s right to gainsay, but every man’s duty 
to keep before his eyes, that he may guard his frail 
nature froin sin by the most powerful of all motives. 
I dedicate this Discourse to you, for whom, the most 
partial acquaintance has sufficed, to inspire me with 
the sincerest affection. But I am aware that its 
publication, though designed to extend its useful- 
ness, will Jessen its reputation; because many de- 
fects of style, which circumstances do not permit 
me to amend, will appear in the perusal, which the 
interest of a first hearing concealed from notice. 
Wishing your Pastor, yourselves, and your whole 
city the choicest gifts of Heaven, I commit to you 
what, I fear your love of truth has induced you to 
esteem above its merits. HENRY RUFFNER. 

REMARKS. 

How true is the declaration of Christ! “ By their 
Jruits ye shall know them.” Christ’s ministers tes- 
tify of Him. His love and affection is all their song. 
Look at the Preface—consider its analogy with the 
Discourse, which is written to prove that God is 
destitute of “ sincere affection” for a multitude of 
his intelligent offspring. But this Reverend gen- 
tleman, how is it with him? Take his own words— 
“T dedicate this Discourse to you, for whom, the 
most partial acquaintance has sufficed, to inspire 
ME with the sincerest affection!” Excellent man. 
His love is so abundant, that the “ most partial ac- 
quaintance has sufficed” to inspire him with the 
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“sincerest affection.” Alas! my good triengs 
what a pity it is, that this Reverend gentleman cap 
not be your judge! He is inspired with the sinceres: 
affection for you, at sight! but God, your Judce 
who is much better acquainted with you, will ie. 
ment you for ever! Only consider, if this Revereng 
gentleman loves you so excessively at first sight 
how great would be his love on becoming better ac. 
quainted! Wonderful man! But then we have only 
his word fur it; while “ God commendeth his lore 
toward us in that while we were yet sinners, 
Christ died for us.” He also “ maketh his sua to 
tise on the evil and on the good, and sendeth rain 
on the just and on the unjust.” More than this— 
“ God so loved the wor.p that he gave his only 
begotten Son,” &c. We ask, Was God “ inspired 
with the sincerest affection” for the world, (xosu0, 
homines universi, mankind universally,) at the time 
he “ gave his only begotten Son; and has that “ sip. 
cere affection” become extinct, and deadly hatred 
rankled in its place ? Reader, your soul is the party 
concerned. Read and rejoice. “ Gop ts Love 
Charity [love] never faileth !” 

Note—The Reverend gentleman has unwitting|; 
prophesied in his Preface, and declared an impor. 
tant truth. Namely, “I am aware that its [the 
Sermon’s} publication, though designed to extend 
its usefulness, will lessen its reputation.” We shall 
point out “ defects” which no circumstances will 
enable the writer to amend ; and which, no doubt, 
a “ first hearing concealed from notice.” Let our 
opponents, who are the enemies of Christ and his 
salvation, publish their philippics, and we will en- 
gage to make it evident, that their reputation will 
lessen in proportion as the opportunity of judging 
of their merits is afforded a discerning public. 

(> We shall commence the publication of the 
Discourse in our next Number. 

——i 
GREAT REVIVAL. 

The people of the township of C——, who have 
long been noted for their liberality in supporting 
missions and missionaries, all sorts of “ religious 
and charitable” societies, and clerical gasconade, 
have lately been the hopeful subjects of a truly hope- 
ful revival, and are beginning to embrace many 
notions and ideas of common sense, sound morality, 
and rational religion! They are discarding the ideas 
of election and reprobation, and really begin to dis- 
cover that the Deity is not that partial, unjust mon- 
ster, that Calvinism makes him, because, forsooth, 
having detected some of the pious frauds of thei 
clergy, their eyes are opened, and they are fast leav- 
ing that church, and joining another. So we 60. 

Plain Truth. 


— 





—~p—- 
PUBLIC DISCUSSION. 
SUBJECT, 
PILATE’S QUESTION. 
The “ Society for the Investigation and Estab- 
lishment of Gospel Trath,” will meet at Tolertons 
Academy, 63 Chrystie-siveet, on Tugspay Even- 
ing next, at 6 o’clock. 








